
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



RECENT CASES. 219 



RECENT CASES. 



Admiralty — Liability op City for Negligence of its Servants in 
Charge of a Fire-Boat. — Workman v. Mayor, Aldermen, and Common- 
alty of the City of New York, 21 Supreme Court Reporter 212. 
— The plaintiff's vessel, while lying at a dock in the port of New York, 
was struck and injured by a tire-boat, owned by the city and in the custody 
and management of its fire department, while hastening to assist in extin- 
guishing a fire at the head of the dock. Held, that city was liable for 
damages. 

Decisions holding that a city is not liable for injuries caused by negligence 
of members of its fire department are very numerous. Frederick v. Columbus 
(1898) 58 Ohio St. 538; Saunders v. Ft. Madison, (1900) Iowa 82 N. W. 
428, and others. All these cases expound the theory of sovereign attribute. 
This does not control maritime law, and cannot justify an admiralty court in 
refusing to redress a wrong where it has jurisdiction to do so. The City of 
New York, unlike the sovereign, is subject to the jurisdiction of the Court. The 
Court follows the doctrine found in Mersey Dock & Harbor Board v. Gibbs, 
(1866) L. R. 1 H. L. 122, and Curriey. McKnight, (1897) A.C. 97; that local 
law must not be permitted to control maritime law to the destruction of a 
uniform maritime law. The relation of master and servant exists between 
the city and those in charge of its fire-boats. This is at variance with the law 
as recognized by the principal text writers. 2 Dill. Mun. Corp. fourth ed., Sec. 
975; 13 Am. & Bng. Ency. Law, second ed., p. 78. Exemption of fire-boat 
belonging to city from seizure in rem is no foundation for the proposition that 
city could not be" called upon in an action in personam. 

Admiralty — Pilots— Foreign Ports.— Begley v. N. Y. & P. R. S. S. Co., 
Huss v. Same, Toryeson y. Hoy, 105 Fed. 74.— Three American vessels sail- 
ing between Porto Rico and the United States under coasting licenses refused 
pilotage services on entering New York, on the ground that they were not 
from a foreign port. Held, not liable to pilotage charges. 

The Court seems to approve the previous decision of Goetze v. United 
States, 103 Fed. 72. and considers that enough legislation has taken place so 
as to make Porto Rico a part of the United States for the purpose of com- 
merce. It seems to illustrate the fact that the decision in Goetze v. United 
States is the most practicable solution of the "Constitution following the 
flag " question that can be reached. 

Adulteration — Statutes— Constitutional Law — Intent. — State v. 
Schlbnker, 84 N. W. (Iowa).— Code section 4989 provides that if any person 
shall sell any adulterated milk he shall be fined. Code section 4990 defines 
adulteration as the addition of water or any other substance or thing to milk. 
Held, it is within the police power of the State to prohibit the sale of adulter- 
ated milk, though there be no fraud or deceit in the sale, and the adulteration 
in certain cases be harmless. 



